has brought regional states together. However, regional states have a practice of exploiting the Kurdish revolts in neighbouring countries either to force concessions from neighbouring hostile regimes, or for the purpose of ensuring their own national security. As a result, throughout the twentieth century and after, the Kurdish question has emerged as source of both contention and cooperation between the regional countries. 165 Considering the persistence of regional geopolitics around the Kurdish people and the challenges to that status quo, we can safely argue that the Kurdish question will continue to be an influential issue in the future of Turkish-Iranian relations.
The history of the Azerbaijan question arguably dates back to the Golestan and Turkmenchay treaties between Iran and Russia in the early nineteenth century, which culminated in the division of ancient Azerbaijan between Russia and Iran. The rise of Turkish nationalism among the Azerbaijani people in the early twentieth century, and the temporary independence of Azerbaijan that remained beyond the borders of Iran, turned the Azerbaijan question into a security issue for the Iranian establishment. Since then, successive Iranian governments have had misgivings with the potential Turkish incitement of nationalist and separatist feeling among the Azerbaijani people, who constitute the largest minority group in Iran. The independence of the Azerbaijan Republic along with some other Turkic states in Central Asia following the collapse of the Soviet Union, has not only revived the Turkish interests in these countries, but also the conventional Iranian fears of Pan-Turkism. Although Turkish and Azerbaijani governments have consciously avoided stirring unrest among the Turkic people in Iran, the Azerbaijan question remains an important concern on the security agenda of Iran.
The geopolitical location of Turkey and Iran also compels them to maintain at least a minimum level of cooperation between their respective governments. Firstly, as adjoining neighbouring states they need to coordinate their actions for the protection of their borders and for the security of the border areas. Indeed, the issue of border security and the related Turkish-Iranian dealings have been on the agenda since the turn of the twentieth century, and it will likely continue to be.
Secondly, they need to use routes passing through the other's territories for transportation of goods either for the purpose of exportation or importation. Trade, transportation and issues related to the safety of trade routes were on the agenda of bilateral relations even at the height of the imperial rivalry between the Ottomans and the Safavids, and continues to be an influential factor in contemporary Turkish-Iranian relations. A considerable amount of Iranian imports from the Western countries, and its exports to European markets are transported via Turkey. Likewise, a considerable amount of Turkish trade with the Central Asian countries passes through the Iranian territories. For this reason, it is not surprising that the Joint Economic Council meetings between Iran and Turkey that were institutionalised in the mid-1980s have emerged as the most persistent pattern in Ankara-Tehran relations.
Finally, the new energy geopolitics has started to effect Turkish-Iranian relations, especially since the mid-twentieth century. The growing share of oil as an energy source in contemporary economic structures has led Turkey, an oil poor country, to be dependent on oil imports. Considering the rich reserves in Iran, successive Turkish governments have approached Tehran to match its needs for oil. Likewise, the growing share of natural gas in present-day economies since the 1990s has again led Turkey to turn towards Iran, which has the second largest gas reserves. Thus, Turkish
The Future of Turkish-Iranian Relations Turkey-Iran Relations after the JDP dependency on energy imports has coincided with Iranian search for markets for its oil and gas, which has reinforced Turkish-Iranian energy dealings. Until a fundamental transformation of energy geopolitics, energy trade will be on the agenda of both Ankara and Tehran.
Additionally, Turkish-Iranian relations are not immune to the effects of regional developments and great power politics. Following the establishment of nation-states in their respective countries in the early 1920s, either because of their preoccupation with internal challenges, or because of the dominant role of the great powers around Turkey and Iran, both countries avoided seeking influence beyond their borders. Subsequent to the rise of Cold War, both Ankara and Tehran allied with the United States against the Soviet threat, which culminated in close relations between them. However, Iran's reversal to anti-Americanism after the revolution of 1979 adversely affected Turkish-Iranian relations. Moreover, the geopolitical changes in the Caucasus and Central Asia in the aftermath of the dissolution of the Soviet Union, and the geopolitical transformation of the Middle East following the two Gulf Wars, gave Turkey and Iran an appetite to increase their influence in these areas. Thus, Ankara and Tehran entered into a fierce regional competition that continued with an inability for either to dominate over the other, or for the return of great powers, or for the rise of common threats. Considering the imperial background and cultural influences of both states which reach beyond their political borders, we could estimate that the geopolitical transformations and emerging power vacuums in the common neighbourhoods of Turkey and Iran, will likely lead to revival of regional competition in different forms in future as well.
Against this geopolitical background, the different religious and ethnolinguistic identities of Iran and Turkey are argued to play effective roles in Turkish-Iranian relations. Although both countries have multicultural societal structures, there is a dominant Persian linguistic identity and Shiite religious identity in Iran against the predominantly ethnically Turkish and religiously Sunni identity in Turkey. However, rather than playing a defining role per se, as evidenced by the lack of continuous fighting between the two countries, identity differences are mostly regarded as part of geopolitical considerations. Thus, identity differences have played a complementary role in the regional rivalry between Turkey and Iran, and their security concerns. Therefore, sectarian and national differences between the two countries will continue to remain in the future, however, they will likely play their role in the case of a regional competition coloured with sectarianism.
In this regard, the role of elite and political leaders has come to play relatively more effective roles through their assessments of geopolitics, and their foreign policy preferences. That is why any shift in leadership in either country may culminate in considerable changes in Turkish-Iranian relations. In this respect, successive JDP governments have opted for enhancing Turkey's relations with Iran for different economic, strategic and political reasons. They have employed rationalisation, institutionalisation, and compartmentalisation strategies to deal with Iran, which have facilitated the steady growth of Turkish-Iranian relations. The rationalisation process has led to a downgrading of ideological considerations from the agenda of bilateral relations that facilitated the focus on potential opportunities and issues of common interest. The frequency of diplomatic exchanges has increased considerably and has culminated in the formalisation of a number of agreements, and the institutionalisation of diplomatic relations (See Tables 1 and 2) . Finally, the compartmentalisation strategy The Future of Turkish-Iranian Relations Turkey-Iran Relations after the JDP has added a multi-dimensional perspective to Turkish-Iranian relations and brought relieving issues of cooperation from the adverse effects of contention in various fields. While regional context has mostly played a conducive role for the improvement of Ankara-Tehran relations, at times, it has also instigated competition between the two countries.
Nevertheless, the rationalisation, institutionalisation and compartmentalisation have not meant the removal of all obstacles and the conciliation of all differences between the two countries. Indeed, as Jenkins highlighted, there is an asymmetry and a contrast between the repeated enthusiasm in the public declarations of officials to further bilateral relations and commitments to future cooperation, and a failure to translate that rhetoric into action. Moreover, there have been considerable fluctuations in Ankara-Tehran relations throughout the seventeen years of JDP power in Turkey, 166 which indicates the limits of an analysis which solely relies on elite preferences.
Actually, through the decades of neighbourhood, Turkey and Iran have developed a complicated relationship that defies simplistic explanations based exclusively on geopolitics, geo-economics, identity, and elite preferences. It is possible to detect two simultaneous but contrasting trends in Turkish-Iranian relations, one tilting towards competition and the other tilting towards cooperation. 167 The compartmentalisation strategy employed by the respective governments in Ankara and Tehran to separate issues of contention and conciliation, have facilitated the maintenance of a 'fine line' between cooperation, friendly competition and fierce rivalry. The level of cooperation or rivalry between them is shaped by the mutual or clashing interests of the two countries which are influenced by geopolitics and elite preferences. 168 This diplomatic culture is likely to continue into the foreseeable future of Turkish-Iranian relations. 
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